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1992 Population Estimates for Utah's Cities 
The U.S. Bureau of the Census has released its 
1992 popqlation estimates for all cities in Utah 
(Table 1). These estimates are prepared as part of 
the Federal State Cooperative for Population Esti- 
mates, a cooperative existing between the U.S. 
Bureau of the Census and states to improve the 
accuracy and availability of population estimates. 
The Governor's Office of Planning and Budget 
represents Utah in this cooperative effort. These city 
estimates represent the conditions which existed in 
1992, and may not reflect the substantial growth 
which has occurred in some cities in the past year. 

Salt Lake City maintained its first place ranking in 
size, and, in fact, demonstrated an increase in 
population for the first time in several years (Table 
2). Salt Lake City increased an estimated 3.7 
percent in the two year period from 1990 to 1992, 
from 159,936 in 1990 to an estimated 165,835 in 
1 992. West Valley City, with a 1992 population of 
91,733 is the second largest city in the state, fol- 
lowed by Provo, Sandy and Orem. The ten largest 
cities in the state account for 40 percent of the 
state's total population. 

For cities over 5,000 population, Highland, in Utah 
County, was the fastest growing city, with an in- 
crease of -1 6.1 percent over the last two years 
(Figure 1). Park City was the second fastest growing 
with 16.0 percent, followed by South Jordan with 
15.6 percent, St. George with 14.8 percent, and 
Riverton with 12.6 percent. 

When considering all cities in the state, the fastest 
growing city over the last two years was Gunnison, 
with a 43.3 percent increase, growing from 1,298 in 
1990 to 1,860 in 1992. A large majority of this 
growth can be attributed to the opening of the 
Central Utah Correctional Facility, which resulted in a 
population increase because of inmates and staff. 

Woods Cross city was estimated to have had the 
slowest growth in population in the slate for cities 
over 5,000, with an increase of 0.4 percent for the 
two year period (Figure 2). Price, Washington 
Terrace, Midvale, Sunset, Orem and Payson were 
the other cities over 5,000 which experienced less 
than 3.0 percent growth over the past two years. 
Thiriy cities--almost all of them under 1,000 popula- 
tion--in the state were estimated to have no growth, 
or actual declines in population, over the estimate 
interval. 

The U.8. Bureau of the Census estimated that the 
state grew by 5.1 percent over the estimate period. 
In comparison, cities over 5,000 population grew an 
average of 6.1 percent for the same period. Almost 
all of the cities of this size are located along the 
Wasatch Front area. Cities with a population of less 
than 5,000 increased by an average of 4.7 percent 
over the two year period. 



Table 1 
Utah Population by Counv and CPty 

1998 Census and "192 Estimates 

BEAVER COUNTY DAVIS COUNTY 187,941 199,953 6.4% 
1,998 2,042 2.2% 

1,122 1.4% 
637 4.8% 

1,086 3.2% 
36,485 37,504 2.8% 

720 2.9% 

585 1.7% 
451 6.9% 

1,615 -1.3% 
1,121 0.8% 

245 3.4% 
734 10.4% Woods Cross 

1,213 0.2% 
275 3.0% 
220 0.9% 
240 -4.4% 

4,264 4,433 4.0% 

384 4.9% EMERY COUNTY 
649 0.6% Castle Dale 
218 6.3% 

2,190 2,487 13.6% 
4,829 5,081 5.2% 267 256 -4.1% 

1,662 8.5% 300 293 -2.3% 
32,762 33,874 3.4% Ferron 1,606 1,632 1.6% 

759 11.0% 
1,255 4.4% 

678 2.9% 
1,327 13.7% 

1,959 0.2% 
Cannonville 

2,206 2,296 4.1% 
Balance of County 

45 4.7% 

1,577 -3.4% 
Balance of County 5,822 -3.6% Brian Head 

DAGGETT COUNTY 729 5.7% 
239 15.5% 
490 1.4% 



Table 1 (Can't) 
Utah Papulall~n by Counv and City 

I990 Census and 1992 Estimates 

JUAB COUNTY 5,961 2.5% 
591 5.2% 
421 1.2% 
615 5.3% 

3,558 1.2% 
776 4.9% 

5,213 0.9% 
89 -4.3% 

340 4.3% 
300 6.4% 

3,211 -2.4% 
459 8.8% 

Balance of County 814 7.5% 

1,985 1.5% SEVIER COUNTY 
668 1.5% 
417 3.7% 
394 2.1% 
261 3.2% 
115 -4.2% 
268 7.2% 
567 -3.4% 
297 2.1% 

Balance of County 3,487 1.6% 
5,804 5.0% 
2,200 8.7% 

Balance of County 3,604 2.8% 
1,275 -0.2% SUMMIT COUNTY 

428 2.6% 
122 -7.6% 
134 0.0% 
372 2.2% 
219 -4.8% 

1,676 -2.8% 
190 -1.6% 
277 6.1% TOOELE COUNTY 
453 -7.2% 
121 -10.4% 

Balance of County 635 -2.0% 

7,904 8.9% 
11,886 12,138 2.1% 
31,282 32,441 3.7% 
11,261 12,684 12.6% 

159,936 165,835 3.7% 
75,058 81,003 7.9% 
12,220 14,129 15.6% 
10,129 10,759 6.2% 
42,892 46,650 8.8% 
86,976 91,733 5.5% 

274,510 285,296 3.9% 
12,621 12,759 1.1% 

3,199 1.2% 
1,902 5.3% 
7,658 0.1 % 
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Utah Population by Csunw and City 1 
1990 Census and "192 Eslimslles 1 

JTAH COUNTY 263,590 275,066 4.4% WEBER COUNTY 158,330 164,642 4.0% 
Alpine 3,492 3,759 7.6% Farr West 2,178 2,273 4.4% 
American Fork 15,696 16,384 4.4% Harrisville 3,004 3,317 10.4% 
Cedar Fort 284 289 1.8% Huntsville 561 571 1.8% 
Cedar Hills 769 815 6.0% North Ogden 11,668 12,161 4.2% 
Draper (pt.) 0 0 --- Ogden 63,909 66,236 3.6% 
Elk Ridge 771 872 13.1% Plain City 2,722 2,760 1.4% 
Genola 803 827 3.0% Pleasant View 3,603 3,909 8.5% 
Goshen 578 630 9.0% Riverdale 6,419 6,689 4.2% 
Highland 5,002 5,806 16.1% ROY 24,603 25,790 4.8% 
Lehi 8,475 8,906 5.1% South Ogden 12,105 12,515 3.4% 
Lindon 3,818 3,982 4.3% Uintah 760 842 10.8% 
Mapleton 3,572 3,803 6.5% Washington Termce 8,189 8,298 1.3% 
Orem 67,561 69,437 2.8% Balance of County 18,609 19,281 3.6% 
Payson 9,510 9,776 2.8% 
Pleasant Grove 13,476 14,150 5.0% 
Provo 86,835 91,194 5.0% 
Salem 2,284 2,399 5.0% 
Santaquin 2,386 2,546 6.7% 
Spanish Fork 11,272 12,038 6.8%11 

WASATCH COUNTY 

Table 2 
10 Largest Cities in Utah 

1992 

I 

233 1.7% 

WAYNE COUNTY 2,114 -2.9% 
333 1.8% 
427 -3.8% 
195 -1.5% 
110 -9.8% 

Balance of Coun 1,048 -3.5% 



18 Fastest Growing Cities over 5,000 
Percent GroWh, 1990-1 992 
- - --- - - --- 
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Figure 2 
"1 Slowest Growing Cities over 5,000 
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Language Spoken at Home and Ability to Speak English 
Language spoken and ability to speak English are 
two items from the 1990 Census that may reveal 
Utah's degree of cultural diversity. Data on lan- 
guages spoken were derived from several questions 
from the long-form of the 1990 Census question- 
naire. Respondents were required to answer lan- 
guage questions for every person in the household 
born before April 1, 1985. Persons were identified 
as speaking a language other than English if they 
sometimes or always spoke a language other than 
English at home. Persons who know languages 
other than English, but did not use them at home or 
who only used them elsewhere, are excluded from 
the classification of speaking a language other than 
English at home. 

Table 3 
bangarage Other than English 

Household language is measured as follows: In 
households where one or more persons (age 5 years 
old or over) speak a language other than English, the 
household language specified is assigned to all 
household members. According to 1990 data 
provided in Table 3, 12.5 percent of Utah's house- 
holds speak a language other than English at home. 
Of these 67,384 households in the state, 11.6 
percent are linguistically isolated. Linguistic isolation 
is defined by the Census Bureau as follows: A 
household in which no person age 14 years or over 
speaks only English, or where no person age 14 
years or over who speaks a language other than 
English speaks English "very well." 

In addition to households, language data from 
the 1990 Census are available for persons. 
Respondents reporting the language spoken 
at home were asked to indicate their ability to 

Spoken & binguistic !solation: 1990 speak English based on one of the following 

(Universe: H~usehojds) categories: Very well," "well," "not well," or 
"not at all." These classifications represent 
the person's own perception about his or her 
ability, or the ability of other household 
members, lo speak English. Table 4 presents 
data for language spoken at home and ability 
to speak English for persons 5 years and 
over: 7.8 percent of Utahns speak a language 
other than English at home. Of these per- 
sons, 66.1 percent speak English 'Very well," 
while 13.1 percent speak English "not well or 
not at all." 

Of Utahns 5 years of age and over who speak 
a language other than English at home, the 
majority speak Spanish (includes Spanish 
Creole)--43.1 percent. Table 5 provides the 
percentage of persons who speak a language 
other than English, in descending order from 
the most prevalent language spoken to the 
least. 

The data discussed are available for Utah by 
county subdivision, county, city or town, 
census tract, and block group, and for the 
U.S. and states. Data can be downloaded 
eledronically on to floppy disk or on to the 
electronic bulletin board system. Data are 
also available in published form. Please 
contact the Demographic and Economic 
Anatysis section at (801) 538-1036 for further 
information. 



Table 4 
Language Other than English Spoken &Ability to Speak English: 1990 

(bdrPr'verse: Persons 5 yeaus & over) 

160 65.6% 35 14.3% 49 20.1% 
106 69.3% 
302 63.8% 

178 83.6% 
144 72.0% 
31 1 63.3% 
49 83.1% 

329 JO.1% 

160 69.6% 

Table 5 
Language Spoken at Home:: 1998 

Native North American languages 
Other and unspecified languages 
French or French Creole 6,684 5.6% 

Other West Germanic language 
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GOPB's New Bu etin Board System 
The Governor's 
Off ice of Planning 
and Budget has 
recently implement& 
a new bulletin board 
system, GOPB ON- 
LINE. Although the 
office has had an on- 
line database system 
for the past several 
years, the new 

bulletin board system is unique-in that it does not 
require a specific communications software to 
operate it. The former system, OPB ON-LINE, 
required the user to purchase the software 
PcAnywhere in order to access the system. The 
new GOPB ON-LINE can be used with PcAnywhere, 
or with any other communications software. Another 
distinct feature of GOPB ON-LINE is that it can be 
accessed through the State of Utah wide area 
network. 

Files on GOPB ON-LINE are organized by office 
section and topic. There are 7 main menus, each 
covering a different area. The main GOPB ON-LINE 
menu is arranged as follows: 

on GOPB ON-LINE are in an IBM-compatible format, 
and many have been compressed in order to utilize 
network space. 

To access GOPB ON-LINE using a modem and 
communications software, dial 801 -538-3383. To go 
through the State of Utah wide area network, have 
your local area network (LAN) administrator obtain 
and load a file from the State lnformation Technol- 
ogy Sewices (801 -538-31 82) called BBS.EXE. After 
downloading this file to your hard drive, type BBS at 
the DOS prompt. You will then be asked to register. 
After doing so, press ENTER to go to the main 
menu. To access GOPB On-Line, type J to Join a 
Conference; then type 2 for GOPB ON-LINE. 
Menus can then be selected, and files downloaded 
from there. 

For data users needing more detailed instructions on 
how to use GOPB ON-LINE, or for a more complete 
description of menu and data items, a pamphlet 
detailing the complete process is available from the 
Demographic and Economic Analysis Section. 
Please call 801 -538-1 036 to obtain this free bro- 
chure. 

(1) Economic and Demographic Data 
(2) Planning Coordination 
(3) Utah State Budget 
(4) Information Technology 
(5) User Groups 
(6) Press ReleasesIMeeting Announcements 
(7) Governor's Off ice 

Under each of these main menus are sub-menus. 
For example, under the first menu item, "Economic 
and Demographic Data," are sub-menus covering 
such items as Census Data, Population Data, and 
Publications and Reports. Sub-menus under "Plan- 
ning Coordination" include State Agency Plans and 
the Utah State Planning Report, Federal Agency 
Plans, and Local Government Plans. 

GOPB ON-LINE operates utilizing the PCBOARB 
software. To access GOPB ON-LINE, the data user 
needs a communications software configured to 8 
bits, no parity, and 1 stop bit. Also needed is a word 
processing software (preferably WordPeflect), 
spreadsheet software (preferably Lotus or Quattro 
Pro), and graphics software (preferably Harvard 
Graphics or WordPerfect presentations). Most files 



Utah's Current Economic Conditions and Outlook 
Economic Indicators 

Revised statistics for the end of 1993 rank Utah first Revenue collections are also expected to be above 
in the nation for several economic indicators, includ- average due to the on-going construction boom and 
ing employment growth (Table 6). Utah's average the underlying strength of the general economy. 
annual employment growth for 1993 is expected to Revenue estimates in Table 7, however, were not 
be around 5.4 percent, compared to 3.1 percent for adjusted for tax rate or base changes that will occur 
1992. Utah ranked first in the nation in growth in due to actions taken during the 1994 Session of the 
nonagricultural employment--at 6.1 percent--for Utah State Legislature. Stalutory tax law and court 
November 1993 over November 1992. The state rulings as of February 14, 1994 (the date of these 
placed first in the nation in service employment estimates) were assumed to remain unchanged. 
growth--at 7.4 percent--and second in manufacturing The revenue estimates generated by this forecast 
employment--at 5.7 percent--for the same period. further assumed that Hill Aii Force Base would not 
Utah ranked fourth in the nation, at 7.9 percent, for be restrticiured or closed. 
personal income growth from third quarter 1992 to 
third quarter 1993. 

Employment in Utah is expected to grow at an Figure 3 provides the latest indices of consumer 
average annual rate of about 4.8 percent in 1994, a sentiment for Utah and the U.S. Since Fall of 1993, 
rate of growth considerably higher than the historic both indices of consumer sentiment have increased 
(1 950-92) average annual job growth rate of 3.4 substantially. Utah's consumer sentiment for Janu- 
percent. Regional Financial Associates (RFA) ary 1994 was 107.5, an increase of 10.2 points since 
forecast in January 1994 that Utah would rank first in October 1993, and the highest consumer sentiment 
the nation in job growth for both 1993 and 1994. recorded. The U.S. index increased 1 1.6 points 
RFA also predicted in January 1994 that Utah was betweenQctober 1993 and January 1994, from 82.7 
the least likely state in the nation to experience a to 94.3. 
recession this year. 

Figure 3 
Utah and U.S. index of Consumer Sentiment 

7-  - -- 
I I 

E - F h  consumer sent: -+-- U.S. h s u m e r  sent. 
.- 

Source U of U Survey Research Center 
('The UT Index has been recalculated; 
the values above reflect these changes ) 



Actual end Estimated Economic Indicators, Utah and U.S. 

1991 1992 
U.S. AND UTAH INDICATORS UNITS Actual Actual 

1993 1994 1995 % CHG % CHG % CHG % CHG 
Estimate Forecast Forecast 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 

PRODUCTION AND SPENDING 
U.S. Real Gross Domestic Product 
U.S. Real Personal Consumption 
U.S. Real Bus. Fixed Investment 
U.S. Real Defense Spending 
U.S. Real Exports 
U.S. Industrial Production lndex 
Utah Coal Production 
Utah Oil Production 
Utah Copper Production 

Billion 1987$ 
Billion 1987$ 
Billion 1987$ 
Billion 1987$ 
Billion 1987$ 
1987=100 
Million Tons 
Million Barrels 
Million Pounds 

SALES AND CONSTRUCTION 
U.S. New Auto and Truck Sales 
U.S. Housing Starts 
U.S. Residential Construction 
U.S. Nonresidential Structures 
U.S. Final Priv. Domestic Demand 
Utah New Auto and Truck Sales 
Utah Dwelling Unit Permits 
Utah Residential Permit Value 
Utah Nonresidential Permit Value 
Utah Retail Sales 

Millions 
Millions 
Billion Dollars 
Billion Dollars 
Billion 1987$ 
Thousands 
Thousands 
Million Dollars 
Million Dollars 
Million Dollars 

IEMOGRAPHICS AND SENTIMENT 
J.S. Population Millions 252.7 255.5 258.2 260.9 263.5 1.1 1.1 1.0 1.0 
J.S. Consumer Sentiment of U.S. 1966=100 77.6 77.2 83.3- 87.4 96.0 -0.5 7.9 4.9 9.8 
Jtah Fiscal Year Population Thousands 1,775.0 1,822.0 1,866.0 1,909.0 1,949.0 2.6 2.4 2.3 2.1 
Jtah Fiscal Year Net Migration Thousands 19.0 20.0 18.0 16.0 14.0 na na na na 
Jtah Consumer Sentiment of Utah 1966=100 81.3 85.3 95.8 99.0 99.0 4.8 12.4 3.3 0.0 

PROFITS AND PRICES 
U.S. Corp. Profits Before Tax 
U.S. Domestic Profits Less F.R. 
U.S. Oil Ref. Acquis. Cost 
U.S. Coal Price lndex 
U.S. No. 1 Heavy Metting Scrap 
Utah Coal Prices 
Utah Oil Prices 
Utah Copper Prices 

Billion Dollars 
Billion Dollars 
$ Per Barrel 
1982=100 
$ Per Metric Ton 
$ Per Short Ton 
$ Per Barrel 
$ Per Pound 

INFLATION, MONEY AND INTEREST 
U.S. CPI Urban Consumers 
U.S. GDP Implicit Deflator 
U.S. Money Supply (M2) 
U.S. Real M2 Money Supply (GDP) 
U.S. Federal Funds Rate 
U.S. Bank Prime Rate 
U.S. Prime Less Federal Funds 
U.S. Prime Less Pers. Cons. Defl. 
U.S. 3-Month Treasury Bills 
U.S. T-Bond Rate, 3CkYear 
U.S. Mortgage Rates, Effective 

1982-84=100 
1987=100 
Billion Dollars 
Billion 1987$ 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

EMPLOYMENT, WAGES AND INCOME 
U.S. Nonagricultural Employment 
U.S. Average Nonagriculture Wage 
U.S. Total Nonagriculture Wages 
U.S. Personal Income 
Utah Nonagricuttural Employment 
Utah Average Nonagriculture Wage 
Utah Total Nonagriculture Wages 
Utah Personal Income 

Millions 
Dollars 
Billion Dollars 
Billion Dollars 
Thousands 
Dollers 
Million Dollars 
Million Dollars 

ource: State Economic Coordinating Committee. 



Table 7 
Revenue Comparisons for FY92-95 

Modified Accrual Basis 
(Thousands of Dollars) 

802,381 881,842 79,461 9.90 970,000 88,158 10.00 1,030,000 60,000 6.19 
16,596 18,132 1,536 9.26 19,500 1,368 7.54 20,000 

Beer, Gig., and Tobacco 34,569 34,278 (291) -0.84 36,800 2,522 7.36 37,000 
Oil Severance Tax 
Metal Severance Tax 625 9.75 6,100 (938) -13.33 5,800 
Inheritance Tax 7,626 3,651 91.85 7,500 
Investment Income 4,358 (2,644) -37.76 3,500 (858) -19.69 4,000 

23,473 21,339 (2,134) -9.09 20.000 (1,339) -6.27 19,000 (1,000) -5.00 
Circuit Breaker (4,069) (4,185) (1 16) 2.85 (4,300) (1 15) 2.75 (4,500) (200) 4.65 

932,209 1,016,594 84,385 9.05 1,111,600 95,006 9.35 1,172,000 60,400 5.43 

UNIFORM SCHOOL FUND 
Individual Income Tax 783,284 841,977 58,693 7.49 918,000 76,023 9.03 1,000,000 82,000 8.93 
Corporate Franchise Tax 
Permanent Fund Interest 1,770 37.49 6,500 9 0.14 7,000 500 7.69 
Gross Receipts Tax 928 25.94 4,200 (305) -6.77 4,200 

5,496 (1 0,879) -66.44 4,800 (696) -12.66 3,900 

888,539 937,892 49,353 5.55 1,038,500 100,608 10.73 1,122,100 83,600 8.05 

TOTAL BOTH FUNDS 1,820,748 1,954,486 133,738 7.35 2,150,100 195,614 10.01 2,294,100 144,000 6.70 

TRANSPORTATION FUND 
Motor Fuel Tax 136,352 141,306 4,954 3.63 150,000 8,694 6.15 155,500 5,500 3.67 
Special Fuel Tax 33,303 35,614 2,311 6.94 36,000 386 1.08 37,000 1,000 2.78 
Other 44,579 47,298 2,719 6.10 49,900 2,602 5.50 52,600 2,700 5.41 

---------------- ---------------- ........................... ---------------- ........................... ------------*-----.-------- 

SUBTOTAL 214,234 224,218 9,984 4.66 235,900 11,682 5.21 245,100 9,200 3.90 

TOTAL ALL FUNDS 2,034,982 2,178,704 143,722 7.06 2,386,000 207,296 9.51 2,539,200 153,200 6.42 

Mineral Lease Royalties 28,522 27,187 (1,335) -4.68 27,000 (187) -0.69 26,000 (1,000) -3.7 
Mineral Lease Bonuses (904) -22.58 3,300 200 6.45 3,100 

"Note: This forecast assumes that Hill Air Force Base will NOT be restructured or closed; and, that there will be NO tax 
rate or tax base changes. Current statutory tax law and court rulings as of 2-14-94 are assumed to remain unchanged. 

1) FY94 and FY95 sales taxes were reduced due to court rulings exempting certain construction and manufacturing materials. 
2) FY95 beer, cigarettes and tobacco taxes were NOT adjusted to reflect stockpiling or the drop in consumption that will 
result from the proposed increase in federal cigarette taxes to pay for health-care reform. 
3) FY94 oil severance taxes increase due to large refunds in FY93. Metal severance taxes decline due to lower copper prices. 
4) The general fund OTHER category declines in FY94 due to the transfer of the oil and gas conservation tax 
into a restricted account for administration expenses; and, due to lower court collections. 
5) FY94 income taxes were increased to reflect a one-time $13 million acceleration change in withholding tables. 
FY94 and FY95 income taxes are affected by the federal Tax Act of 1993 since federal taxes owed are partially deductible 
against state taxes owed, and because the taxable portion of social security was increased from 50 to 85 percent. 
6) Corporate taxes decline in FY93 from refunds due to overpayments and loss carry-backs. FY94 collections growth is due to 
an anticipated $10 million one-time windfall payment from a major corporation, lower refunds and higher profits in general. 
7) FY93 and FY94 school fund OTHER category declines due to AMAX property tax adjustments on centrally assessed property. 
8) Special fuels taxes growth declines in FY94 partly due to the Oct. 1, 1993 federal tax increase and largely due to 
stricter EPA qlean fuel standards which lower fuel consumption by making fuel more expensive. 



overnor's Office of Planning and Budget I 
I 

alt Lake City, Utah 841 14 

I 

Governor's Office of Planning and Budget 
Lynne N. Koga, CPA, Director 
Brad Barber, Deputy Director and State Planning Coordinator 
Demographic and Economic Analysis Section 
Natalie Gochnour, Director 
Kirin Mclnnis, DEA Contact Person, (801) 538-1036 
Linda Smith, State Data Center Manager and Editor, Utah Data Guide 
Peter Donner, Economist, Fiscal Impact Analysis 
Julie Johnsson, DEA Electronic Information Specialist 
Pam Perlich, Economist, Special Projects 
Ross Reeve, Research Consultant, Demographic Modeling 
Lance Rovig, Senior Economist, Economic and Revenue Forecasts 
Jeanine Taylor, Economist, Population Estimates and Projections 
Trevor Rosenberg, Research Analyst 
Eileen Frisbey, Executive Secretary 

The Demographic and Economic Analysis (DEB) section supports the mission of the Governor's Office of Planning and 
Budget to improve decision-making by providing economic and demographic data and analyses to the governor and to 
individuals from state agencies, other government entities, businesses, academia, and the public. As part of this 
mission, DEA functions as the lead agency in Utah for the Bureau of t b  Census' State Data and Business and Industry 
Data Center (SDCIBIDC) programs. While the 36 SDC and BlDC affiliates listed below have specific areas of expertise, 
they can also provide assistance to data users in accessing Census and other data sources. If you would like a free 
subscription to this quarterly newsletter, call BEA at (801) 538-1036. All of the affiliates listed below are in Salt Lake City 
unless noted otherwise. All telephone area codes in Utah are 801. 


